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¯ Delta s~rage. Filled easily during many years. However, filling Delta storage frequently meant that
San Luls merely filled faster during the succeeding winter. This was a biological benefit, but not The expansion of
necessarily a wate~ sopply benefit (on the other hand, we might hypothesize that Delta storage in hand
by February first cam be used in allocating deliveries the next summer. This would help avoid the nend
to carryover Delta storage to a succeeding year. Notes

¯ Banks pumping. What difference did it make to yield7 To the ability to fill groundwater and SLR7
To the ability to avoid low point problems7 To water quality7 Add run 1 into matrix7 Export patterns/storage paRerns could he interesting.

¯ Shasta storage. What n~,v yield can we estimate was created by 290 ksfncw storage7

Cc~aneuts on A~’~s/EWA linkage

Delta storage appeare to provide major EWA benefits, while providing less significant user benefits.
Moreover, control by users could lead to significant new bio damage. The reason is that DW fills most
easily in wet year~ But in such years, the water may not be acces~’ole until after the growing season. If
so, then it merely leads to an earlier fill ofSLR - of no benefit to users, but ofg~at value to EWA (and
perhaps to water quality, since may reduce pumping february and march). Project is of greater value to
both sides ira secure connection to Bacon.

Average EWA needs may not be great, but there may he signiiicant needs in some years. Also, EWA is
able to do lots of good just by borrowing (e.g., canting out b(l) type actions, but incinding SWP). Both                                                                                                                                           �,~
needs require the existence ofass¢~ able to recoup major sicring pumping reductions befi~re (and atL~)
SLR low point. Thus, the highest priority EWA assets might be (keeping in mind that the greatest needs/
opportunities will be in wet years):

¯ Delta storage
¯ Gro~v~ter storage
¯ A shure of B~nks (allows EWA wator to shifted flora upstre~m to pay b~ck debts in the export

¯ South ofDe~ purch~so opt~;ons.
¯ Wet year efficiency water.

by building up EWA assets SOD and performing mere export actions via the EWA, we are IAlso, note that
able to (1) focus b(2) more on upstream actions and (2) reduce the impacts orb(2) on the exporters.

High groundwater exlraction rates remain crucial if this is to he a useful asset for borrowing. Note,
howvve¢, that the pumping rate becomes less important if the EWA has other, more liquid, assets SOD. In
that case, the EWA could pay out othex assets, extending the length o ftirne before the groundwater is
needed.

Banks sharing formulas. Sharing still seems desirable. I still tend toward giving summer capacity to EWA
and winter capacity to Projects. Why? In wet years, SLR will t~equently fill early. This means that the
EWA would have significant capability to shift pumping at Banks without cost - even without direct
pumping rights. However, given the discussion above about the need for EWA to he able to compensate
for spring pumping reductions, summer pumping rights appear very important. Thus, we might allocate
new capacity 80% SWP and 20% EWA at Banks from September through FelmmO, and 20% SWP and
80% EWA flora March through August. This division also allows the EWA to protect March and the first
2 weeks of April (before VAMP) ~om increased pumping.

Similarly, efficiency purchases in the export areas that give the EWA increased operational control during
we~ periods appe~x very useful (though perhaps expensive).

South of Delta water purchases will need to take up whatever additional acquisition is needed. This is a
fairly low cost solution, but is politically volatile. Thercfure, 1 would consider it viable f~r now if wet year
purchases are held below 200 kafand dry year purchases below 100 kaf-


